Tt° 33004/99 


REGD. NO, D.L.-33004/99 



3lRcf 5 fi 

<lhe (Bazette of ,3tidia 

nt rmjirn ii —' 


4IMCGT 


awraRtrr 

EXTRAORDINARY 

*IFTI—1 
PART I—Section 1 

mfiRFiT ^ u*if$r<i 

PUBLISHED BY AUTHORITY 


86] ^ 3TOH 6, 2005/^T 16,1927 

No. 86] NEW DELHI, WEDNESDAY, APRIL 6, 2005/CHAITRA 16,1927 

f^wr) 

vHi-d 4>H>3HtT3tffcHHHI 

CN 

— f^J _Pi r nTT^TT -lAftr 

I? IHWH, O 

/ *“N - -f ihbiiC^i i I ■■■ I \ 

( FWWB Wliffl) 


H. 15/2/2005-^M* - 1995 # TOITTOMStcT #RT^ 3#ftTO, 1975 tffc #RT^F 
tRq? (Fifed cR^3Tt TO 3TfesTFT, m TO ^JecF 3T2RT SlfefeTO 3Jc<F cfTJ 3tf4>eH TO TOjeft 
dsJT f^fm) feTOTTOft, 1995 TO SIFT 3 *3ct f?, fefe*d MlfeTO^ % WTFT 3fk 
(fer# WTOxlld mg TOr d>BT TOT t) % kjPlfeH (ferfr iJdtWTOId mg 

TO 3FtfcFT HIcHM ?Jod> eFTFl TO farofel TO TO TO TORTg*9> fefe*F TOTOTOFT TO 
SFJ^cft TFT TOf 2921.41 TO 3TdTOT 3TM t I TTRfTO> WET TOTOFr 8.3.2000 TO TOTOlTOT 
^RT FTOftld 1TO? TOf $ TOfc mg FTR TO SFlfcPT 10 TOTO, 2000 cfft 
TOTOjEFTT RT. 41/2000 sfRT FFTRT W SR I fefTOd MffeTOxil TO TOTOf TOd mRu|H 31.8.2000 
TO TOTOjEFF 71. 33/1/99-^)gRT FfTO ITOlT W STT TOfe feRTOf MI<mM ^F #FT 
^ccF %FT SRT 6 3I^R ( 2000 TO ^ff^ERT 7T. 128/2000-#FT^ccF TO STJTTO FFTFIT TOT 
SIT I 


2. uTfa ffioSncT 

#RRJF<F tfaf> (TOTOfT) SlfefelFT 1995 TO? ^TlTO TOlTOcT TOF? TO feTOt TO 
TOTOfTO ^RT FHcFlTOTO ?Jo*F TOt yfTO ^TO TO FR*R TO TFftWT EJRFT SlTOfTOd t TO? d? 
TORT TOfTOl t fTO W FTddM TO 7FTM TOFt TO FT5F TO? TOTO TO FTlTO 
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Bzyft ftft ftt mm\ % i ^ vserm izft 

™ fero ^ ftk ftnft ^nftfen 

Wra^T ffto (^4#^), ?*$ ft STT^FT ZJR? fft^T t fa^ft fti^ ftftf ft fteT ft 3W 

^ ^ m? tn^fM ^ <ft ferfaep- ^farr fftir ^ ftt 

TOcr cpt wfr fftzn 13ik btnr afft^r ^ ft ^ ft Mfer ft snznft W 

eFTl^ R? nTBBftft ^ ftt Bnft Bfft CJ5T ST^ftef fftm ft | yrfefnft 7R nfet t 

f% ^JT B^ftfftcT tflHRjed) ftfe> 3TfeftzR (^mter^T) ftt ETRT 9^ (5) ft ReRH ft 3TcPfcT ^FT 
^ W B^d Wd'Mt ^7 cf5t Ri'lWn >FnfteTT W ^%Rf ftR | ____ 


3. ffttrRTJfN \sc9j<S 

f^rRT#T BBTR t 3fft fft k’Plcfh 3TRJBr (fftpft \H44¥4ld BRT efj^r 

W t) ft BFT ft ft WBT ^TTcTT t I W # qRjcch ftftfeR, 1975 eft 3^t ft ft ft l ?jecb 
^ ftft ft. 2921.41 ft ^Rlftr 3TRTT ft I cRJTft, ZR clftft^ur c£c|el ftftdlcHcb ^ ftz -jr 

cf^fR wer ft cfjRf^r w fftftt ft iwf ft mezicfnft nftf ft1 

4. ?TTWeT ft?T 

cRta feftzjef, Blftfen uTtxf Tf ^ WTH ftk ZJ^Rr f I 

5. ftftziT 


I. 31.8.2000 eft 33/1 /99-ftl gRT STR^Rjd STfcR vftrf t|R u llfti ftt (jjR- g 

3T^j6R, 2000 ftt 3#^ERT ft. 128/2000-ftHmech §R[ cFTR R? ftfen eft 
Bft$TT ebftt cR R U R olft ft ^4Id fllfftenift I/cTCgRT ZR BfttefT cf^ft ftf -sftxf ^ 

t fft W MIcmM ^cep eft « cf^ft ft ft]HiTech (ftftEFT) aTRftzFr, 

1995 3ftr ftkr^ccR (infer 4^3fr nn sftftrra, bb w rbbM ^ zpt 
3TT47eFi xft ZRJeft B«IT Srftfejftq) feRReft, 1995 ft 3J^ZTR ftn^ ^?ff ft ^ ft 
3T2RT n?r ft feftfer ft«i<g niei ft 3nznft ft vinft 3Mcn nrsn ir 5rRr eft 

ftft ftt ftnranr 11 

II. zffttsTT ft fericn 18 mft, 2002 gft 3ifejcRT ft. 16/1/2001-ftftfe^t ft ^rftt 
^r^aft ftt wffter fftm wirt I 

6. Rter eft arafft 

cfcftTH Rnftw Bftt^iT ft yftvjRift valid eft 3Tcffft 1 3Tckj«N, 2003 ft 30 fftdHZ, 
^°° 4 ^ ^ 12 ^ 1 ^ ft feR ftlrT eft 3Tftft ft 3T f ftRckf ftn 

tMzr erft 3Tftn 2001-2002, 2002-2003 sfR 2003-2004 ftt ^rfft^ fftnr w^u 1 
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7. 'tytHi jr^j (Dxii 


^fr <£ «{Kd 3 ^FR> ^ WI % ^T$\ YT frb l li, 

Wcf 'ti’ e l«S 3TTW^ 3ffa v3H^'l<Wl3ff ?MT lRc| vieih ^jT 3TeFT % fcR3T ^iT Yiff |? 1% cf 

>H«iRici ftfcifRci m 3 afk Rrafftci ^t ?t a^r wz 3ffc anpt f^f % P t HfciRad 

cf>T 3TcRcT cfRp? I _ 


Plf^c MlRlcblx), TO# ^4 YRi[ ^Jc3> T^lPl^llcHil, cufDivrli T^4 ^^gjR TpfTcRT, 
f^TFT, *fcR, cRRT YI. 240 ^ feft - 110011 


/53T5T rb ^ cT O»-J(dLrJ III <5t oft JHJt ‘ft 11’ ft :i 111 t 

'**■ -» '*'••< 'VM'I'CH ~i i >—l Ml IIM Ml 'IM 


irfi^ r *ft* oft- i r PW i VPfr 


... __ . . r-r -X r\...tP> ■ 

YIMMIM1M H* n\\\\ IHMIIWI >1HV| <1 OIIX mqilXCI 


Yf Wcf % YRRlel SFJYte c|R YR5rit t I 


8. YFR - Y?faT 

YFfterr % *i4Rid cptf yjyrt cRtt y^rf^ g> fen? ^ aFjYtsr 9Tf S r< R $ ^ 

^ TY fYT ^nftelT 3 tRTCPRT ^ WlRld f?l% cF>t dl'Slw % t!!<J1'H (40) f^ff r£ 

^rfcT W^r xTTi%^ I Yjfc PldlRd WT-#fTT iftdY cf>[f W PM ?teft t 3RRT HPfT 

^CRT 3PJof t eft PlR*c MlPlchlxl dM^cw pRnff efr STJYTTY Rchl4 3 ^Tef^T YTTS2TT cf> 3TTWR 
*rc spr^r wet mRuih Rcw4 epy yrtcT f 1 

9 . ^hi4vhP|c|> tjnfcT c&t Pr^teM 

pRFt 6(7) 3> 3FJYTTY ^5tf Tfl^f xRT Yll4vj|P|cb ^T^et ER RR^PT EhY YTERft 

t f^t 3RT fedqcg MifSdi {JTYT STltelfl Ef> YTOT 5RxJd fcR? pi? ^pgqff ■$> 3Ffppfaj 3t?f ^ 
1^ 3>tf f^d6|^ 3M?W ^JERr vjjePr % w ^Reft t EfT EjfxR ^ qflcR 

3RW dMel^T ^RFcft t EJT yfm ^t 31 eHRich ^Idcfl t eft 5flRichT^t 3PRf W 

vJHday cfa^fr ^ 3TRR PY 3PT% vfm mR^IH ^ YRjet # cMT cfFt^iJ YR45TY efff IfsfrfxR 
Rp?5tM cPY YRkT f I 

MINISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 
(Departmoit erf Commerce) 

(DIRECTORATE GENERAL OF ANTI-DUMPIN6 AND ALLIED DUTIES) 

Initiation Notification 
NewDelhi, the 6th April, 2005 

Subject: InitiationofSimsrt Review regarding anti-dumping duty imposed on imports ofAniline from Japan and USA. 

(Sunset Review) __ ’ __ 

No. 15/2/2005-DGAD - The Designated Authority, having regard to the Customs 
Tariff Act, 1975 as amended in 1995 and the Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment 
and Collection of Duty or Additional Duty on Dumped Articles and for Determination of 
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Injury) Rules, 1995, recommended imposition of provisional Anti Dumping duty on 
imports of Aniline (hereinafter also referred to as subject goods) from Japan and USA 
(hereinafter also referred to as subject countries) falling under Sub-heading 2921.41 of 
Schedule I of Customs Tariff Act. The preliminary findings were published vide 
Notification dated 8.3.2000 and provisional duty was imposed on the subject goods vide 
Customs Notification No. 41/2000 dated 10 th April, 2000. The Designated Authority 
issued final findings on 31.8.2000 vide Notification No. 33/1/99-DGAD and definitive 
anti dumping duty was imposed by Customs as per notification No. 128/2000-Customs 
dated 6 th October, 2000. 

2. Initiation: 

The Customs Tariff (Amendment) Act 1995 and the rules made there under 
require the Authority to review the need for continuance of anti dumping duty and 
whether the cessation of the anti dumping duty is likely to lead to continuation or 
recurrence of dumping and injury. The producers representing the domestic industry viz. 
M/s Narmada Chematur Petrochemicals Limited (NCPL), Bharuch and M/s Hindustan 
Organic Chemicals Limited (HOCL), Mumbai have filed application substantiating the 
need for sunset review of the antidumping duty imposed on the subject goods originating 
in or exported from subject countries and have requested for continuation of the anti¬ 
dumping duty imposed on imports of Aniline originating in or exported from Japan and 
USA. The Designated Authority considers that the sunset review of the Anti-Dumping 
Duty recommended would be appropriate at this stage under the provision of Section 9A 
tyj oi tne customs larui (mnenumeiu) /vci, as aniciiucu. 

3. Product Under Consideration 

The product under consideration is Aniline and is also known as Aniline Oil 
(hereinafter referred to as subject goods). It is covered under Customs Sub-heading No. 
2921.41 of Schedule I of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975. The classification is, however, 
indicative only and is in no way binding on the scope of the present investigation. 

4. Countries Involved: 

The countries involved in the present sunset review investigation are Japan and 

USA. 

5. Procedure 

I. Having decided to review the final findings notified vide No. 33/1/99-DGAD 

dated 31.8.2000 and final duty imposed by Notification No 128/2000-Customs 
dated 6 th October, 2000, the Authority hereby initiates investigations to review 
whether cessation of anti-dumping duty is likely to lead to continuation or 
recurrence of dumping and injury on imports of subject goods originating in or 
exported from subject countries, in accordance with the Customs Tariff 
(Amendment) Act, 1995 and the Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment & 
Collection of Anti Dumping Duty on Dumped Articles and for Determination of 
Injury) Rules, 1995. 

II. The review covers all aspects of Notification No. 33/1/99-DGAD dated 
31.8.2000. 
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6. Period of Investigation 

The period of investigation for the purpose of the present Sunset Review is 1 st 
October, 2003 to 30 th September, 2004 (12 months). The injury analysis shall cover the 
three preceding financial years i.e. 2001-02, 2002-03 & 2003-04 in addition to the POI. 

7. Submission of Information 

The exporters in subject countries, their governments through their Embassies/ 
High Commissions in India, the importers and users in India known to be concerned and 
the domestic industry are being addressed separately to submit relevant information in the 
form and manner prescribed and to make their views known to the: 

The Designated Authority, Ministry of Commerce & Industry, Department of 
Commerce, Directorate General of Anti-Dumping Sc Allied Duties, (DGAD), Room No. 
240, Udyog Bhavan, New Delhi-110011. 

Any other interested party may also make its submissions relevant to the 
investigation in the prescribed form and manner within the time limit set out below. 

8. Time Limit 

Any information relating to the present review and any request for hearing should 
be sent in writing so as to reach the Authority at the address mentioned above not later 
than forty days (40 Days) from the date of publication of this review notification. If no 
information is received within the prescribed time limit or the information received is 
incomplete, the Designated Authority may record its findings on the basis of the facts 
available on record in accordance with the Rules supra. 

9. Inspection of Public File: 

In terms of Rules 6(7), any interested party may inspect the public file containing 
non-confidential version of the evidence submitted by other interested parties. In case 
where an interested party refuses access to, or otherwise does not provide necessary 
information within a reasonable period, or significantly impedes the investigation, the 
Authority may record its findings on the basis of the facts available to it and make such 
recommendations to the Central Government as deemed fit. 


CHRISTY L. FERNANDEZ, Designated Authority 


Printed by the Manager, Govt, of India Press, Ring Road, Mayapuri, New Delhi-110064 
and Published by the Controller of Publications, Delhi-1100 54. 



